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and again to this question. Since Calvin and the other
inquisitors declared the Bible to be the only valid law-
book, Bellius searched the pages of Holy Writ with the
utmost care. Lo, he could not find the word or the con-
cept in scripture. A dogmatic system, an orthodoxy, a
unified doctrine, had to come into existence for the word
"heretic" to gain currency; no one could rebel against
a Church until that Church became an institution. True,
in the Bible we find references to unbelievers and the
need for their punishment. But it does not follow that
one who is called a heretic is therefore an unbeliever.
The case of Servetus furnished proof of this. Those who
had been styled heretics, above all the Anabaptists, main-
tained that they were true and genuine Christians, and
honoured the Saviour as their most sublime and beloved
exemplar. Since no Christian ever called a Turk, a Jew,
or a heathen a "heretic," heresy must be a crime com-
mitted wholly within the Christian fold. Thus we
derive a new formulation. Heretics are persons who,
although they are Christians, do not profess "true"
Christianity, but stubbornly deviate in one way or
another from the "right" path.

Have we now found our definition? Alas, how are
we to decide which, among the multifarious interpreta-
tions, is "true" Christianity, or which is the "right"
interpretation of the word of God? Do we find it in the
Catholic, the Lutheran, the Zwinglian, the Anabaptist,
the Hussite, or the Calvinist exegesis? Is there such a
thing as absolute certainty in religious matters, and is it
always possible to achieve a "sound" interpretation of
Holy Writ? Castellio was bold enough, in defiance of
the self-confident Calvin, to answer with a modest No.
The meaning of Holy Writ was sometimes plain and
sometimes obscure. "The truths of religion," wrote
this man who was fundamentally religious, "are in their
nature mysterious, and, after more than a thousand

309